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This correspondence is in response to applicant's reply filed on 03/23/2007. Claims 52- 
65 are pending. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The term "substantially" in claim 57 is a relative term which renders the claim 
indefinite. The term "substantially" is not defined by the claim, the specification does 
not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. Therefore, the 
term substantially will be understood to mean, "being largely but not wholly that which is 
specified," as defined by Merriam-Webster's Collegiate Thesaurus copyright © 1988 by 
Merriam-Webster, Incorporated. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 52-53, 57, and 61-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Lucchi (U.S. Patent No.: 6582201). 

Regarding claim 52, Lucchi discloses frame 2 comprising: a base 6 defining a 
first plane and configured to support a power unit 3; four legs (as shown in Fig. 4 below) 
extending from the base 6; a support (also shown in Fig. 4 below) coupled to each of 
the respective legs, each support configured to support the legs on a surface; a handle 
10 coupled to the base 6, the handle including an upper end (see Fig. 4 below); a first 
support member extending between the upper end and the base, the first support 
member defining a first axis; a second support member extending between the upper 
end and the base, the second support member defining a second axis (as shown in Fig. 
4 below); where the first and second axes lie in a second plane that intersects the first 
plane, where the first support member is configured to form a first acute included angle 
(as shown in Fig. 2 below) with the first plane that lies in the second plane, where the 
second support member is configured to form a second acute included angle (see Fig. 2 
below) with the first plane that also lies in the second plane, and where the second 
plane is configured to form a third acute included angle (as shown in Fig. 5 below) with 
the first plane. 

With regards to claim 53, Lucchi teaches the frame 2, where the supports define 
a footprint having a first width, and where the upper end of the handle has a second 
width less than the first width (as shown best in Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 57, Lucchi further teaches the frame 2, where at least one of the 
legs is substantially aligned with the first axis, and wherein at least one of the legs is 
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substantially aligned with the second axis. The Examiner notes that the axis is defined 
as the line going through each of the first and second support members in Fig. 2 below. 

With regards to claim 61 , Lucchi goes on to disclose the frame 2, where the first 
axis is configured to form a first acute exterior angle with respect to the upper end of the 
handle in the second plane, and where the second axis is configured to form a second 
acute exterior angle with respect to the upper end of the handle in the second plane (as 
shown in Fig. 2 below). 

Regarding claim 62, Lucchi further teaches the frame 2, where the base 6 
includes an aperture therein configured to receive a portion of the power unit 3 (as 
shown in Fig. 2 below). 

With regards to claim 63, Lucchi goes on to teach the frame 2, where the base 6 
includes a mounting plate 18 configured to support the power unit 3. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 54-55 and 64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lucchi in view of Kildow (U.S. Patent No.: 6070808). 

Regarding claim 54, Lucchi is disclosed above, and fails to teach an accessory 
holder coupled to the handle. Kildow teaches a frame, further comprising an accessory 
holder 91 coupled to the handle 16. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention, to attach a hook to the handle of Lucchi, in 
order to aid in holding a power cord, spray nozzle, or spray nozzle hose, when the 
apparatus is not in use, as taught to be desirable by Kildow (see col. 5, lines 53-56). 

With regards to claims 55 and 64, the combination of Lucchi and Kildow is 
disclosed above, and fail to teach where the accessory handle is integrally formed as 
one piece with the handle. However, it is well known in the art that making separate 
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pieces integral would not alter the intended use of the invention, as this feature is 
merely a design choice. 

Claims 56 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lucchi in view of Nolan (U.S. Patent No.: 6375437). 

Regarding claim 56, Lucchi is disclosed above, and fails to teach a handle with 
grips. Nolan teaches grip ridges 68 attached to the handle 66. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to add 
grips to Lucchi's handle, in order to enable the assembly to be manually moved by the 
user manually engaging the upper handle grip and moving the handle in a direction 
toward the upright portion of the frame structure, as taught to be desirable by Nolan 
(see cols. 4, lines 66-67 and 5, lines 1-4). 

With regards to claim 60, Lucchi is taught above, and fails to disclose a front 
panel coupled to the handle. Nolan teaches a frame 10, further comprising a front panel 
70 coupled to the handle 66. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention, to add a plate to Lucchi's handle, in order to mount 
and protect the visual and manually operable elements which the user must interface 
with in the operation of the assembly, and to maintain them in a convenient focused 
area of access, as taught to be desirable by Nolan (see col. 4, lines 45-49). 

Claims 59 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lucchi in view of Raczykowski (U.S. Patent No.: 520571 1). 

Regarding claims 59 and 65, Lucchi is discussed above, and fails to teach where 
the legs form obtuse angles with the base. Raczykowski discloses a frame 27, where 
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each of the legs 38, 39 is configured to form an obtuse included angle (as shown in Fig. 
3 below) with the base 32. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to angle the legs of Lucchi outwardly, 
in order to provide sufficient stability, while minimizing the overall dimensions of the 
device, to facilitate transport and storage, as taught to be desirable by Raczykowski 
(see col. 4, lines 39-41). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 58 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and anyintervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

The rejections made in the office action mailed on 1 1/29/2006 are withdrawn, 
based on the cancellation of claims 1-51 . In view of new claims 52-65, the above 
rejections are made. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael McDuffie whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3832. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 7AM-3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on 571-272-6842. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael McDuffie 

28-May-07 / 



CariD. Friedman 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3600 




